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CONCORDIA UNIVERSITY 
Faculty of Engineering 


Minutes of Meeting No. 76.10 


of the 
Engineering Faculty Council 
held 


Friday, 10 December 1976 


Present: J. Clair Callaghan (Chairman); Professors 
Bhattacharyya, Cerny, du Plessis, Fazio, Feher, 
Habashi, Joly, Lindsay, Russell, Swamy, Xistris, 
Zielinski; Ms Z. Jirkowsky (Library representative); 
Messrs. Gladstone, McDonald (Student representatives); 
Professor J.C. Giguere (Secretary) 


Absent with apology: Professors Sankar, Despland 


Visitors: Professor Ramamurthy; M. Vermette 


1. Council unanimously adopted a motion to adopt the published 
agenda with the addition of the following items: 


9.2 Library - CAN/OLE DATA BASE COVERAGE 
9.3 B.Eng. programme - Statement of objectives 


2. Council unanimously adopted a motion to approve the minutes of 
meeting No. 76.8. 


3. Council considered a motion to approve the minutes of meeting 
No. 76.9. 


4. Council unanimously adopted a motion to amend motion 76-10-3 
by adding the following item: 


"13. New Doctoral Area 
Council adopted a motion to request Department Chairmen 
to submit for the January meeting of Council, any pro- 
posals they might have for new doctoral areas." 


5. Council unanimously adopted Motion 76-9-3 as amended by Motion 
76-9-4, 


M76-10.2 


Scholarships and Awards Committee 


Chairman informed Council that Professor R.M. Cheng had been 
elected to this committee. 


Doctoral Area in Building Studies 


Council considered the following motion: 


Whereas, the scale of activities in building in the Facuity 

of Engineering resulting from the implementation of the M.Eng. 
(building) and the Negotiated Development Grant provide an 
adequate base to support research of doctoral students, be it 
resolved that the EFC recognize henceforth the area of building 
as one of its doctoral areas, and so inform the Board of 
Graduate Studies. 


Professor Fazio tabled Doc. 76-10-1 which sets out the back- 
ground for the proposal. 


The following points were raised during the discussion 


(a) There are currently 8 doctoral students in the 
area of building. 


(b) There are currently 8 full-time faculty capable of 
guiding students at the doctoral level in the area of 
building studies. It is expected that this number will 
grow to a minimum of 15. 


(c) The Library has allocated aspecial grant of $4,000 for 
building studies. Negotiations are under way with the 
Library administration with respect to the possibility of 
housing certain holdings in building studies in the space 
set aside for this purpose in the CANEST Building. 


(d) Existing policies and practices of the D.Eng. programme 
would apply to the area of building studies. 


(e) "Building studies" is too large an area and specific 
Ssub-areas should be defined. In response, it was noted 
that the four sub-areas proposed are: building 
structures, building science, building environment, and 
construction management. 


(f) It is not necessary to specify "building structures" 
as a sub-area as it is in a sense part of the existing 
area of structures. 


(g) It was noted that these areas are not defined in Doc. 
76-10-1. In response it was stressed that the areas 
are described in the NDG dossier submitted to NRC. 


M76-10.3 


tion 10. Council unanimously adopted a motion to amend Motion 76-10-5 
5 - 10-6 by adding the word "studies" after the word "building". 


Ti. It was noted that EGSC had not been asked to comment on the 
proposal. 


Motion 12. Council defeated a motion to refer Motion 76-10-5 to EGSC for 
76-10-7 its recommendation. 


(15 for; 6 against; 3 recorded abstentions) 


13. Council unanimously adopted Motion 76-10-5 as amended by 
Motion 76-10-6. 


Motion 14. Council adopted a motion requesting EGSC to prepare and for- 

76-10-8 ward to Council for its April 1977 meeting, an “operational” 
definition of building studies, with particular reference to 
the four sub-areas listed in Doc. 76-10-1. 


(8 for; 4 against) 
15. Graduate Curriculum 


Professor Giguere presented EGSC's recommendations for 
additional minor modifications to the M.Eng./D.Eng. pro- 
© grammes (Doc.76-10-2). <A typographical error (Elec N656 
should read Elec N646) was noted and corrected. 
Motion 16. Council unanimously adopted a motion to approve the minor 
76-10-9 modifications listed in Doc. 76-10-2, and to so notify BGS. 


17. Objectives of B.Eng. programme 


As an initial step in its formulation of a common policy 

on the length of engineering programmes, the Committee of 
Engineering Deans acting under the auspices of CREPUQ has 
requested each Dean to prepare a statement of the objectives 
of his university's engineering programmes. The Chairman 
noted that he would have wished to present Council with such 
a statement for ratification before presenting it to the 
Committee of Deans, but that shortness of time did not make 
this possible. 


Motion 18. Council unanimously adopted a motion to authorize the 
76-10-10 Executive Committee and EUSC to approve on its behalf a 
statement of objectives. 


19. Entrance Profiles 


The Chairman gave a brief account of events since the 18 
© November 1976 meeting of Council. 


- Council's revised statement had been tabled at Senate (Doc. 
76-10-3)3 


20. 


Zi. 


Ze. 


M76-10.4 


- Senate had reluctantly approved the science profiles 
proposed by CLESEC with the understanding that the 
Engineering Faculty might choose a non-science profile 
such as the Commerce profile as its basis for admission; 


- the Rector had formed an ad hoc committee consisting of 
Deans Callaghan and Verschingel, and Professors Cohen, 
Giguere and McDougall mandated to set out for the December 
meeting of Senate the basis of the University's objections 
to the profiles; 


- CLESEC's last response is set out in Doc. 76-10-4; 


- the Faculty must table at the January meeting of Senate 
proposed requirements for admission to its programmes. 


The Chairman noted that the Executive Committee had prepared 
a tentative proposal for admission requirements (Doc. 76-10-5). 
In preparing this proposal the committee's objective was 

to set out specific sine qua non requirements for entrance 
into six and eight term programmes. In the case of entrance 
requirements for six term programmes, core requirements were 
to be supplemented by a requirement for eight out of a 

group of courses which are judged to be good preparation for 
the B.Eng. programme or for professional practice. 


It was further noted that the Faculty might at this point 
put its B.Eng. programmes onto a credit basis, the six 
term programme to be set at approximately 105 credits. 


Individual departments have been asked to study Doc. 76-10-5 
in the light of their particular requirements. Chairmen are 
to report to the Executive Committee and EUSC so that a 
complete statement can be prepared for the January meeting 
of Council. 


In the ensuing discussion, it was noted that 


(a) material taken at CEGEP should not be repeated at 
the University level 


(b) the title of Chem 101 might not be correct. 
Library - CAN/OLE data base coverage 


Ms Jirkowsky gave details of increased coverage which is now 
available (Doc. 76-10-6). 


